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Committee on Agriculture, 

House of Representatives, 

Monday^ June 5, 1922, 

The committee met at 10 o'clock a. m., Gilbert N. Haugen (chair- 
man) presiding. 

There were present: Mr. Haugen, Mr. McLaughlin of Michigan, 
Mr. Ward, Mr. Purnell, Mr. Voigt, Mr. McLaughlin of Nebraska, 
Mr. Tincher, Mr. Williams, Mr. Sinclair, Mr. Hays, Mr. Gernerd, 
Mr. Clague, Mr. Clarke, Mr, Jacoway, Mr. Rainey, Mr. Aswell, Mr. 
Kinchloe, Mr. Jones, and Mr. Ten Eyck. 

The Chairman. The committee has met this morning to give con- 
sideration to the subject of determining standard^ and grades for 
spring wheat. We will first hear the Secretary of Agriculture. 

Mr. Ward. Before we take that up I would like to submit a motion 
that we not bring .up the su^ar resolutions further in the House on 
the day provided by the special rule. 

Mr. KiNCHiiOE. titave you any idea when it will be brought up ? 

Mr. Ward. It will be called up later under the call of the calendar, 
I presume. 

Mr. KiNCHELOE. So far as I am concerned, Mr. Chairman, as one 
member of the committee, individually I am opposed to not con- 
tinuing with them. 

Mr. Tincher. I move to amend the motion by rescinding the action 
of the committee in reporting the sugar resolutions to the calendar. 
I want to say by way of explanation that there is another resolution 
here pending, introduced by Mr. Lehlbach, and we ought to have 
some definite understanding about when these resolutions are going 
to come up, if we are not going to take them up now. 

Mr. Ward. I understand from what Mr. Lehlbach told me that he 
is not very much interested in the matter. 

Mr. Tincher. Mr. Lelilbach has a blanket resolution here and I 
would suggest that you amend your motion by saying, until further 
action by the committee, so we will not have to stay over there to 
prevent the matter from being called up. 

Mr. Purnell. Will they not automatically go back to the calendar ? 

Mr. Tincher. But why do j^ou not just amend the motion so that 
they will not come up without further action by the Committee on 
Agriculture, so we will know when they will come up ? 

Mr. Clarke. Put it this way : Until the chairman notifies us they 
will be brought up. 

The Chairman. As I understand, then, it will not be taken up until 
after the committee has taken action. 

Mr. Clarke. That is fair. 
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The Chairman. You have heard the motion. 

Mr. KiNCHELOE. Mr. Chairman, as I started to say a moment ago, 
as one member of the committee, so far as I am concerned, I will vote 
against the motion. These bills were, of course, private bills and 
went on the Union Calendar. There was a persistent effort by those 
in favor of them to get a rule to make them in order, which was 
perfectly proper and 1 am not criticizing anybody for that. Of 
course, I voted against reporting them out and voted against their 
being considered, but at that time the argument that came to us from 
those who were advocating these bills Avas, " Let us dispose of them 
one way or the other; let us get them out of the way; let us give 
the House a fair shot at them and vote on them." As I say, while 
I voted against them, I was outvoted, and the fact is they came before 
the House by reason of the action of a majority of the members of 
the committee. 1 do not mean politically but a majority in number of 
the committee, and the House heard a lair and square discussion of 
the matter and there was as great a membership of the House present 
as will ever hear the discussion. 

This present House knows as much about these bills to-day as they 
will ever know, and now the argument comes from those who are 
espousing these i>ills, " Let us not get rid of them ; let us postpone 
them indefinitely." I do not see why we should play hide and seek 
with the House after we had the courtesy of the Rules Committee 
extended to us, at the instance of those who were advocating these 
bills, in giving us three days, so that these things could be fairly and 
squarely presented to the House; but they come now and say, for 
some reason, I do not know what, that notwithstanding they have 
heard the arguments and everybody has been heard who wanted to 
be heard, that now we are going to withdraw them until some future 
time, tiobody knows when. It seems to me that if these gentlemen 
are consistent in what they say about letting the House pass upon 
them, I do not know of a more propitious time when the House will 
be able to pass on them intelligently than now. 

Mr. Jones. Mr. Chairman, has any new reason arisen why they 
should not proceed with these resolutions? 

Mr. Ward. There are a great many members who prefer that ac- 
tion be not taken on them now. 

Mr. McLaughlin of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, I have no particu- 
lar interest in any of these claims, although I have supported the 
American Trading Co. resolution after very careful reading of the 
testimony; and as I have talked with members of this conimittee and 
with others, I feel they have not given as much attention as they 
should to the correspondence in the State Department, and I thipk 
that very important. If I had been against the resolution before 
examining that correspondence I should certainly be in favor of 
it now, and I am sure every member of this committee wishes to be 
entirely fair in regard to it, and while I did not know Mr. Ward 
was going to make'the motion, still, I have the feeling that. the mat- 
ter ought to be more fully looked into. I would like for the mem- 
bers of this committee to look over, as I have, the correspondence 
in the State Department. I think if that was done according to 
some of the statements made by members who oi>posed the resolution 
on the floor and opposed it in the committee, they would change their 
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minds. If they do not, then, of ooursCj the delay would be wiuioiit 
avail, but I can not agree with Mr. Kincheloe when he says there 
was a full discussion of the matter on the floor. There was a little 
discussion of it as related to the correspondence in the State Depart- 
ment which is very, very important. 

Mr. Kinchejjoe. Do you not think that was the fault of the 
proponents of the bill? We consumed all the time and wanted an 
hour more than we got. 

Mr. MoLaughlik of Michigan. The proponents of the bill are 
not the interested parties. If we can reach a better conclusion than 
was reached, and the members of the committee can have more 
information than they have, I think it is due the members them- 
selves and to the parties directly interested that the matter be acted 
upon with full information. 

Mr. Williams. Mr. Clagufe, you reported out one resolution, 
what do you want done? 

Mr. Clague. I seconded the motion of Mr. Ward. 

Mr. TiNCHER. As I understand the motion, we are not to use the 
extra day for this purpose and will not call up the sugar bill with- 
out further action by the Committee on Agriculture. 

Mr. Clague. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jones. If the line of reasoning offered by Mr. McLaughlin 
of Michigan is correct, that the committee has not been fully in- 
formed, then we ought to rescind our action in reporting the bill, 
because it is not going to do any good just to defer action in the 
House. 

Mr. McLaughlin of Michigan. This will practically accomplish 
that. That is the practical effect of it. 

Mr. Jones. It will not accomplish that purpose fully, although 
that may be the practical effect of it. I agree with Mr. Kincheloe. 
We have had hearings continually and the previous Committee on 
Agriculture had hearings, and this committee has had full hearings, 
and the proponents have been anxious to get the bill up. They got 
the courtesy extended in the House and we have had all the general 
debate on these resolutions, with a full and thorough discussion, and 
it is still open to discussion under the five-minute rule, and I do 
not see why this is not as good a time to dispose of the matter as 
we will ever get. We have got to dispose of this legislation some 
time. 

The Chairman. So that the members may know about it, here is 
the correspondence with the Department of State, which is available 
to any member who cares to look it over. I have gone through that 
correspondence and I have failed to find that it sheds any light on 
the subject. Hero is the report made by Mr. McLaii2:hlin of Mich- 
igan — I have here the letter from the department in reference to 
the inclosure being confidential. They can not be made use of on the 
floor, therefore, it would seem unfair to refer to them. I have no 
right to refer to correspondence in the department referred to me 
in a confidential communication. I do not see why we should refer 
to this correspondence because it is not available for use. I have gone 
through every line of it and, in my opinion, it does not slied any light 
upon the subject at all. 
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The subcommittee report, in part, reads : 

The officials of said department making tlie suggestion that the subcommittee 
itself look over said papers, indicate those which, in its opinion, have a bearing 
on above claim, and that copies of papers so designated would be made and 
furnished; that, in compliance with the suggestion of the department, two 
members of the subcommittee, Mr. Jacoway and Mr. McLaughlin of Michigan, 
with another member of the Committee on Agriculture, Mr. Ward, made a care- 
ful inspection of all the papers in the department relating to said claim, selected 
all that related in any way thereto, and copies thereof made by the Department 
of State are submitted herewith ; that at the request of the subcommittee, Hon. 
Henry P. Fletcher, Undersecretary of State, has written a letter, herewith sub- 
mitted, to he effect that he has placed in the hands of the subcommittee all 
papers relating in any way to said claim, and that copies of all papers relating 
to the case would be made as soon as possible. 

And the Secretary's letter, in part, reads : 

As stated in my letter mentioned above, these inclosures are furnished for 
the confidential use of the committee. It is requested, therefore, that the per- 
mission of the Secretary of State be obtained should the committee desire to 
make public any of the documents submitted. 

Mr. McLaughlin of Michigan. In regard to the report made by 
the. subcommittee, of which I was a member, the duty of that sub-- 
committee was simply to arrange to get the correspondence here- 
It was not requested of the committtee and the duty was not imposed 
upon the committee to review that testimony and give this committee 
the benefit of it. You will very well remember, though, that at the 
first meeting of this committee, after the visit of the subcommittee 
to the State Department, I was asked the impression I gained by 
reading the correspondence there. I hesitated to give an opinion 
because that duty was not imposed upon me by direction of this 
committee. 

The Chairman. I am not criticizing the subcommittee. That is 
not the point. The suggestion is made that there is evidence here 
which should be considered. The correspondence is submitted by 
the department as confidential. 

Mr. McLaughlin of Michigan. I beg to differ from the chairman 
when he says that that matter is confidential. There are certain 
matters in the State Department that are confidential, telling of some 
of the work of our representatives with representatives of the Ar- 
gentine Government, and it was requested that that should not be 
made public ; in fact, letters that had to do with that matter or had 
that bearing are not here. 

Mr. TiNOHER. Well, I expect the sooner we quit discussing the 
matter the better feeling we will have in the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

Mr. Ward. Sure. 

Mr. Ten Eyok. Is there not some correspondence or information 
in that file of correspondence which you have from the Secretary of 
State that would be proper to disclose and could be disclosed to th^ 
House upon taking it up further with the Secretary of State and 
asking him whether or not it can be disclosed ? 

Mr. McLaughlin of Michigan. We have already had that up, and 
I give it as my candid judgment that there are a lot of matters there 
that can very well be made public without any objection whatever. 

Mr. Ktncheloe. Mr. Chairman, may I ask vou a question, because 
I think the committee is entitled to know, and I think the House, in 
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good faith, is entitled to know about this: What reason do these 
gentlemen have for not ffoing further with the matter now ? 

Mr. McLaughlin of Michigan. I have given my reasons fully. 

Mr. KiNCHELOE. I am asking those who introduced the bill. I aiti 
asking Mr. Ward and Mr. Clague what reasons their constituents 

five ; that is, not Mr. Clague's constituents, but what reason do B. H. 
lowell & Co. and De Ronde give for not going on with it. They 
certainly made an effort here at the start to get action, and I think 
the committee ought to know, and I think the House, in fairness, 
ought to know about that. 

Mr. Ward. There are a great many Members of the House who do 
not want to go on with it now. 

Mr. Williams. I answered that question a little while ago — a 
shortage of votes. 

Mr. KiNCHELOE. I was just trying to get the reason for this action. 

Mr. Jones. Is that the reason that is going to be given to the 
House ? 

Mr. Clarke. Let us vote on this matter. 

The Chairman. Suppose you just state the motion again so we 
may clearly understand it. 

Mr. TiNCHER. I understood the motion of Mr. Ward was that the 
special day set aside for the consideration of these bills be not used 
for the consideration of the sugar bills and they not be called up for 
consideration in the House until further action by the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

Mr. Jones. I move as a substitute for that motion that the com- 
mittee rescind its action in reporting the American Trading Co. and 
B. H. Howell & Co. claims and that the chairman be asked to request 
the House that they be withdrawn from the calendar. 

(The question of adopting the substitute offered by Mr. Jones was 
put and did not prevail.) 

The Chairman. The question is on the motion by the gentleman 
from Kansas, Mr. Tincher. 

Mr. PuRNELL. No ; on the motion of Mr. Ward as amended by Mr. 
Tincher and accepted by Mr. Ward. 

Mr. Clague. That includes both bills? 

The Chairman. Yes. 

Mr. KiNCHLOE. What is that motion as amended ? 

The Chairman. To rescind the action taken by the committee the 
other day and that the bills shall not be called up until after further 
action by the committee. 

(The motion, having been duly seconded, prevailed.) 

(Mr. Kincheloe requested a roll call, and the clerk announced that 
there were 11 ayes and 4 noes.) 



committeb on agriculture, 

House op Representatives, 

Wednesday^ June 7, 192^, 

The committee this day met, Hon. Gilbert N. Haugen (chairman) 
presiding. 

The Chairman. Gentlemen, Mr. De Ronde is here and desires to 
make a brief statement. 
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STATEMENT OF MB. FEANK S. DE RONDE, OF NEW YOEK, N. Y. 

Mr. De Rondb. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, 
I desire to make a brief statement to make my position quite clear 
and have the committee understand that I appear here in no fault- 
finding spirit, for I know the members have done what they thought 
was right and fair and I believe they always have and always intend 
to. It came to mj notice that a question was asked the other day, 
I think by Mr. Bancheloe, as to why Howell and De Ronde wanted 
to withdraw their bills from consideration by the House under the 
rule granted by the Rules Committee. I want f o say to you gentlemen 
emphatically that De Ronde did not want to withdraw his bill. I 
was as desirous as anyone to get the rule granted the Committee on 
Agriculture and I was ready and willing to T^ork under that rule. 
As you gentlemen know, through no fault of mine I was not able 
to and perhaps through a misapprehension or misunderstanding, it 
was stated the other day I wanted to withdraw my bill from action 
under the rule. I did not make any request of the committee to 
withdraw my bill, gentlemen. Of course, you realize that even 
though I wanted to get a vote on it many of the supporters of the 
bill are not now here and I am not asking for that to-morroW but I 
desire it made clear on the record that I was ready, willing, and 
desirous of going ahead under the rule. I felt that the Rules Com- 
mittee had given a rule to work under and you had been allotted the 
time by them and I was quite ready to go ahead. I do not have to 
tell you why I did not. I did not get the opportunity. 

That is all I have to say, and I thank you for the privilege of 
making this statement. 

(During the meeting of the committee on Friday, June 9, the fol- 
lowing occurred :) 

Mr. PuRNELL. Mr. Chairman, I have an engagement before the 
Senate committee, and I desire the privilege of proceeding out of 
order for just two minutes. 

We have one more day under the rule, and some of those who 
favored reporting out the sugar claim of Mr. De Ronde felt that he 
did not have a day in court, and some of us who believed the claim 
was meritorious and that he ought to have an opportunity to be 
heard by the House feel that he should have that opportunity on this 
next day, for at least an hour, or 30 minutes anyway. I want to 
bring that matter to the attention of the committee. 

I move that on Thursday — if that is the day we are to have — the 
chairman be instructed to call up this claim, with the understanding 
that there shall not be more than one hour of general debate. 

(After brief informal discussion the question was called for, and 
the motion, having been duly seconded, was put and was declared 
lost. A roll call was called tor, and the clerk of the committee an- 
nounced that the vote stood : Ayes 5, noes 8. So the motion was lost.) 



